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Advances in the study of general odorant binding proteins in insects
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Abstract ; Insect odorant binding proteins (OBPs) play an important role in the regulation of insect life activities by participating in
the first reaction of environment-chemical information recognition. General odorant binding proteins (GOBPs) are mainly involved in
the combination with host plant volatiles and insect pheromones. In this paper, we introduced the molecular characteristics, physio-
logical functions, as well as the expression profiles of GOBPs gene in different tissues, sexes and developmental stages. Considering
the tandem gene clusters of GOBPs/PBPs complex in the specific position of chromosome, we elaborated the evolutionary origin, ex-
pansion and contraction of GOBPs. The prospects of insects GOBPs in the application of monitoring and managing insect pests were
summarized, indicating that GOBPs will be important targets in innovating novel control technologies.

Key words: general odorant binding proteins; pest control; expression characteristics; physiological function

RHEER DE R L MRREFENSIWSE B LA/ LIE AR B N, IF 5K TR
B, ZHRE BTN RS RIS K455 (odorant binding proteins, OBPs) 454,
R AR RGN ANR B P A Rl Ak TERURREE A - T2 AR, B S iz i

FEW B, S A AR A R R MR R Y B
(volatile organic compounds, VOCs) FlES H /™= 4= iy
15 B2 (pheromone ) 55 | £ 117 5| EAH B B9 4T A S
(Martin et al.,2011) , B B MAF 1R 5 32 22
HASE T il A7 R IR S 52 B, AR S5 T 3 R

%5 B HA ( Received ) ; 2020-09-11

2 WL S IO ST E SR 3Z 44 (olfactory recep-
tor, ORs) 3% 2 F % 5% {& (ionotropic receptor, IRs)
IE 0, 5 R I 7 K AR AR AR T R b 22, 28
WAL BIPRI 2 R G, KINEE S5 KT, A
M5 1 & A0 R ) IR 5247 R K ( Benton et al. , 2009 ;
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Vogt & Riddiford, 1981) , H:rfr, OBPs & —2K F 2%
FETE Tl f AR N )/ N R BRIREE 1, A4
W2 JKEPE AR PR YESERE AL (Vogt et al.,2002) ,
7E R RS TE i R E ZAVEH (Sun et al. ,2018;
Zwiebel & Takken,2004) , SR8 i firh f1 k4%
BT 1) FLAN-FLIE A 3] ik £ e IR LS Y, SR T i
PR I3 T AN BE 3 200 28 /K 1 1 Uk E R LIt
OBPs RHHEIZ 2 TRAL S WA 6, 2D R e B
B PR R B 5 — 2P AR B (Vogt &
Riddiford, 1981) , £ B 5 5N 2E AT 45 B 2 L i 3
T A B S (22 9 4F, 2013; Vosshall &
Stensmyr,2005) ,,

Vogt & Riddiford (1981) F| I [Fl {7 & bric 977
Ik HE L5 KA Antheraea polyphemus ( Cramer ) T ik
() fl A T 2 e (5 B R 45 A 85 1 ( pheromone bind-
ing protein, PBPs) , X & H M4 2 Y OBP KA
51, Breer et al. (1990) W KL T 7 — 245G
JRSREY OBPs, I 44 O 5 38 UK 45 & 2 1 ( gen-
eral odorant binding proteins, GOBPs) ,,EQEF”FE?E%T
LR PP A 22 5, GOBPs X732l GOBPs 1 il GOB-
Ps 1L (XI#0,2019; (£ 2% ,2010) , FEEDFSEHY
A B A U I — 2 fil £ 45 5 25 11 (antennal
specific proteins, ASPs) ,iX S HE H i ¥ 78 VY J7 % 1%
Apis mellifera L.H &30, G045 fil f 5 5 26 1 ASP1 I
ASP2( Danty et al.,1998) . #F5¢ & B, HAE i A
OBPs # & WSE IT A F7 14, ANAE SR W8 Drosophila mel-
anogaster F1, RIEAE w55 B2 26 )83 1) OBPs 191
DU IXSEIRGRAT AT LI SORAE H SO (Xiao et al.
2019) , {HX T 8 B e O 2k B ok Ui,
GOBPs 7£ H: M58 i RN 1] 5l ikt ( Huang et al. ,2018;
Khuhro et al. ,2017; Tian et al.,2019) , U8 GOBPs
PR g2 B O m e 4y Oy v ke ) 2 O A AR
. 8, AN GOBPs H 5 k¥ 4% Kk ) %
AR T45 G, SRR A B M 5 [R] 41 R0 2 Sk 21
FPHEOR B R, R 8 2 1Y) GOBPs # %8 5E 12k,
GOBPs FJIIRERBIR AT, AMTE L, GOBPs A
AT SV RS G WS SHEE RS T
gt s R ARESIE T PBPs( Acin et al. ,2009;
Gong et al., 2006; Pelosi et al., 2006), 78 3C M
GOBPs 7> THEIE RN FeE A BEOIRE  2E1E, LA
KA RGNS T AT 1 2R5R AR
GOBPs [IIRERFFT LKL GOBPs 1y #E A7 76 3 e i

I e By 75 Th i — 2 225 il

1 GOBPs W5 FHEEHIHFIE

24 GOBPs HY4rF it 16.0~17.2 kD, 2 3k
FRITHITE 140~ 150 [ 2342, K5 GOBPs AT N-
fE5 0K (20 NEIERAAT) LS 4.9~5.1 (2 4%
4,2003) ;AP EA 6 MRSFIEEERR (Cys)
IR R R ALA 7 SIE R 3 X mi i, T AR e
R L5, H BB s o SRR K 45 A i n]
DL SR T IS5 B SR, 3X P 6-Cys B
TN B B OBPs 11 “ SRR (Pelosi et al. ,
2014) , WFFTRBL, BE# H R GOBPs &5t KR
T A o BRE 2 A 3, IRER 2 A B M, 2%
SERECHARRL (B 1) (RTHESE,2010a) ;5 PBP AH
b, 530 H B A [m] ff ] — 2881 GOBP [H]4G 4 5 1Y
FELRRARE , T GOBP1 5 GOBP2 22 [] A5 &Ik
M IERR AP (50%Z547) ,{H GOBPs il PBPs 2
8] 51— AR (<50% ) (RJT985,2015)

HH B B 1 o B LA B W I = 2 ) 2 AR
T4y K B AT SO RERF IS R B2 . X5 £k ik
2 NGRS R = A AR Y S
B =Y gh iR EE A, B AL OBPs (1) =4k 4%
PR XSk S iR A LR 2 Aoy ikt T
M7, Sandler et al. (2000) B KR X528 f 23k
57 Z 4% Bombyx mori L. 5% bombykol #Y Bm-
orPBP1-bombykol (pH 8.2) &AMk siH (K 2),
B )5 BmorGOBP2 1) iy {4 285 ¥4 . % fiff BT i 2K ( Zhou
et al.,2009) , H = A5 N-Jig , -3 € | Loop ¥R
1 C e — B PERZS A (1) X Eeghy
FHIES BmorPBP g 252501, HFr, B8 H
WH SR E EH#EE CEEE R E R E S
FREL 4L OBPs [ SR B 5T A 4544 T AH 2k B A b7 HE Ok
(FEIERRSE,2020)

OBPs [IIRE 5 HAn FN A % VIAH C, H2Z pH
B Y4, 40 BmorPBP 7E pH {HHAKT, C 5K i 4
BOMA R 14 - B2, R (3545 A I A PO, B i
SRT5 2 pH [EA PR, C BRI S AR 1S5
P BERS SR Al i AZ5 A S (Horst et al. 2001
Leal et al.,2005) , 5 BmorPBP AN[a], 7E pH {8 Jy h
PERS, BmorGOBP2 1% C 3 JE B — A~ B0 () o-BRTE
DCMBBEN 45 G I I R, R RS A L
LRSS A IR, LA K XSk SR AT S A e
BmorGOBP2 A5 1415 2 2 44 A kAT R s
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(K1) ,BmorGOBP2 HKG ZMRGR I (Argl10) Fide
Wk I A A B, T BmorPBP U & 22 4 IR 5k
(Ser56) S 5EHEMIE L (Zhou et al.,2009) , X5
W] GOBPs 5 PBPs H A ALY = 4E45 4R 1k, (HAE
SR, Gt R I S A L T A AE 225

Bombykol

1 ZZ&E BmorGOBP2-bombykol 1k
LHRERE (£ E Zhou ef al. ,2009)
Fig.1 Schematic diagram of crystal structure of
BmorGOBP2-bombykol ( revised from Zhou et al. , 2009)

Bombykol

& 2 2 #&E BmorPBP-bombykol & i
ZHR=E (1228 Sandler ef al.,2000)
Fig.2 Schematic diagram of crystal structure of
BmorPBP-bombykol ( revised from Sandler et al., 2000)

2 GOBPs ByRixH1E
2.1 GOBPs ERRIALFHIEKIE

ELHUE) OBPs FEAFAE Tl 2 b AL T4
IR A OBPs 5 HINRE/MEA XK, 1RZ 1R
HZEB PBPs FEA T EBILEG L5 a7 -0 Ak
1) GOBPs £ B A T 4 JE )& %% L (Sun et al.,
2019; Wang et al.,2020) , H:H GOBP1 ZfF7E T &
TEFHE T R 2%, T GOBP2 £ EAFTE T4 B fe Y
(Steinbrecht,1996; Zhang et al.,2001) , {H 7F HE ik %)
BILIEAR N ,2 P GOBPs ¥J1F7E (Lave et al.,1994)
PEAh , A 9T B B HU GOBPs ik T3k iy H:
fbB R AR, AR B S0, LKA AMEFE RS |
NEEREFLN L, SR, B2 U GOBPs £ LR AN R4 21

I RISAEAE2ZE 5, VPR EE M Eogystia hippopha-
ecolus ( Hua, Chou, Fang et Chen) HE i H 09
EhipGOBP1 5 EhipGOBP2 7t fil fi ik i =, T &
WK Z, 5 A A B A 2R3k A > (X0, 20195 Hu
et al.,2016) ; 3¢ R 2% WK Cydia pomonella (L.) )
CpomGOBP2 H1 CpomGOBP3 [%:7F il ff1 3 35 4h, 7E
Pl SR R AR v A B 5 338 ( Garezynski
et al.,2013) s RHEK K Spodoptera litura ( Fabricius)
() SIitGOBP2 FEME i b fih Ff3 v Y FE ik K- 4 83
TESARHABER AL A2 SRS A g rh A oA (SRIGE
5% ,2018) , M1 T OBPs ikt m L5 H I RE %I
FHIG, PRI 3k S 7R AN [] 2H 2 22 5 43K 1Y GOBPs T
NG = S I N i ORE o B e P I R 7 O N = <
EhipGOBP1 fEAMEFA 2 th ik, R BN 2 5
PEA B AR BRI, 20195 Li er al.,2020) ; BHEL
RCIEAY SitGOBP2 it 4% F8 (o7 A4 28 1K 53 ik £ A1 o
PRI AT SRR R 5 67 Y e 2k | I 7 MfE H St
GOBP2 4 [ Al fEid HAT sz HAW R IR (5 R R B DI g
(SRR 5, 2018) 5 /N L& J§ Agrotis ipsilon ( Hufna-
gel) F) AipsGOBP1 Fl AipsGOBP2 7 fii ffy = e ik,
SEHOUFSEX 2 N SER RE R A 45 A 1w B R ar T AE
YIRS (Huang et al. ,2018) .
2.2 GOBPs BRI ZE FRiA

GOBPs — B 7E 4 Bt fih £y v i) 26 38 1 01
(Laue et al. ,1994; Steinbrecht et al.,1995) . SR,
AR 8 H R B GOBPs 76 W M fil £ b il 32 1k
BERAFAE2ZE S (XTS5 ,2015) . AOIRAFE R 2 4
GOBPs = 22 fff M P = R 3K, W/ B B R 1Y Aips-
GOBP1 1 AipsGOBP2 7EMEVE il 7 v 1% ¢ 35 & Lo f
PR (B HR,2019) MR 48 HL Helicoverpa armig-
era (Hiibner) i) 2 1~ HarmGOBPs 133 3 8 Ay e
filffy 25 4 3K (Zhang et al. ,2011) o SR, AR M}
EL LRy GOBPs 7 W P [1] 19 2% 35 fi 4 P LU AL 2 4%
1M HAEARIFPE] ) GOBPs 113 35t HLAT AN [W] A9 1
PRt . ALY INE O L Grapholitha molesta ( Bus-
ck) i) GmolGOBP 1 T AfEVE fsh 1 rh 2 1 1w T MEYE , T
GmolGOBP2 7EMEPE fi ffi rhF 3k 5 THENE (Zhang et
al. ,2012) ; Bk /NE O B Carposina sasakii Matsumura
) CsasGOBP1 TEAfE H il £ v i) 6 35 1 Wl 35 v T M
U, {H CsasGOBP2 1 M 5 il i1 i A 2% 315 42 B &y
(Tian et al., 2019); 7% & 3 4 . Conopomorpha
sinensis Bradley %) CsinGOBP 1 7r Mff 1 fish £f1 % 15 1 4H
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fBL, 11 CsinGOBP2 ELAT Il 1 A 1) 2R 3, T 4 fh £ )
B SR SEMEPE R 2 5 2L 1 ( Yao et al. ,2016)
2.3 GOBPs EAREELZBMEHFRIE

GOBPs [ 3218 5 B B py B2 sl H H % 5548 ]
REREA K, WAL M SIitGOBP2 7F 1 ~4 #%
4y HURIR S 012 0k, HLAE 1 i 4l AURI J5 01 3%
IR AR R AR IR S5 WA 6 W4l A
AT A B AR S R 3k (SR IBe T 4, 2018)
X ] BB /R & SIitGOBP2 (1] GBS 5 . F-48 = 5
YiFr BRI A F e M A A TG o, MEE IR Sesa-
mia inferens ( Walker) pfizg i A H @& a9 380, 2 4~
WA R LS A B 1 SinfGOBP1 1 SinfGOBP2 [ ik
P (&R ES%, 2014) ; K A i B WA Bmor-
GOBP1 1 BmorGOBP2 7 fih £ 1) % 35 & K T 76 1
JOTRSF ik £ v ARG B CIRTHESE 2010a) 5 /N 1R
f) AipsGOBP1 FI AipsGOBP2 #5275 Ji 1 P4k Aif 114
% 3 RITIRERIE, Hoar sl P a5 3 R 4 K
IR B = KOF (5 8%,2019) . L, B Hokb
T & BB, HHCR | aF 30 A Fi = 5P 45
Ty R ANE] , GOBPs (335t A AR

IEAh, B BE R A A9 R BUIR A T GOBPs A3
kR R, a0 22 BE R A /N M & R Adps-
GOBP1 Hl AipsGOBP2 7E M 14 fili /1 v (1) e ik &t I
VA AEFE P o A R R AR R G R R
GOBP ikt 2 7= A — g 5 ), AL /IO L 7E
JEJE I b — HRE B K DU B % 35 GmolGOBP1 I
GmolGOBP2 , TEEEA G i 1, GmolGOBP1 [y 3K ik
SR MEPE o — B T OMEPE; 7E O BR8], Gmol-
GOBP2 2R 5 f P i T | (HAE S TR E IR
W, Bk E R A T AR, 3 Bk M T I
£ (Zhang et al. ,2012) , % |-, EE 1L GOBPs Y3k
2% 5 B A A Bl D R A T ER B B 5 0 T ACAE
XFhBE AR B W BRI A HILR 2 A9 A8 1k i e AE
fifi £ B R BB 08 5 4 b 3 O PR D K B AR FR S
AR
3 GOBPs Fy4EEIhEE

E AU GOBPs TE S5 YL~ 15 S W RN 45 &
Wkl 75 S EE L, a2 A gk 3 B B GOBPs
T REWF I, & B =200 aF B LY, W
W Maruca vitrata ( Fabricius) MvitGOBP1 Hl
MvitGOBP2 5 TR T s A1 M 55 17 MiE Y #2 &
PRI THREA 22 M 1 (Zhou et al. ,2015) ; FiHb

[ Loxostege sticticalis (L.) M LstiGOBP2 fE% 5 «-
S L B W LR | 1-C R 1 A R B 4
A (Yin et al.,2012) ; & 52 % 1K Spodoptera exigua
(Hiibner) i SexiGOBP1 Fll SexiGOBP2 #RRE 5 B-4¢
B L TR I IR A TR AP 45 6, H. SexiGOBP2 54
YIFE R 4 6 I RS A6 B T R A5 1 45 G fig
B (Liu et al. ,2014) s RIS Y SIitGOBP2 58
TEANEE 4 AW IR AN 2-1 T ke B 25 R 5 %
WEs A Re )13 (Liu et al. ,2015)

TE OBPs 52 #1301, ATk B2 GOBPs F
PBPs 533|456 af M YIFE R Y AEE B R, A
W — L RA, TR e T Re R BRI A
A28 i, PBPs 1 7] L5 330 1 # 4 OWAE &
454, GOBPs RALAE S 2F 3 4l W 4% & 9 e S5 1k 45
&, HEEE SR AMMERRSES S, WER
7 BmorGOBP2 MNMYRELS & 2F FAHWIE R Y , ik
it BmorPBP1 ZHERIFETIRE, 515 B E &K
A BRI ZESRE ) (B 1) (He et al.,2010) ; —
FEHE Chilo suppressalis ( Walker) f)) CsupGOBP1 X 2
Fhaf FAHMHERY) (G WEEFTHER) A =46 he
71,CsupGOBP2 Xt 5 Fi¥E LY ((+)-FhAEE &6
I s | B-58 0 2L RN R ) AT B s A
71,1 CsupGOBP1 il CsupGOBP2 #BHE S 3 Fh %
PEG DRI 11-- XM (Z11-16: Ald) J-9-1
NN (79-16: Ald)  FII-13-+ /\ B 4 15 ( Z13-
18:Ald) =S54 (Khuhro er al. ,2017) ; FiSE00 8k
) SexiGOBP2 5 5 R PE{F B R 145 & 6 1 b
SexiPBP1 5 PE {5 B Z M 45 & H ik (Liu et al.,
2014) ; JiF B I Amyelois transitella ( Walker) i) At-
raGOBP2 5 {5 B 2 5 F B0, -1, 13-+
TS (Z11213-16A1d) AR M 45 468, H
FEH I HER RS G E N AuaPBP1 A SE (Liu
et al. ,2010) . A WL, GOBPs 7E/[m] % & o i ] RE
FIARRI BT AE, B AR I GOBPs A UAE B H i 3
A FHE Y R R AR, RS R
FIRBI L A EEEER, 1AM, B 3L GOB-
Ps &5 HA H ALY BEA A FFE— 204240
4 GOBPs Wt ERIR. ¥ IEEEX
4.1 GOBPs Ktk EIR

GOBPs 5 PBPs i T Y 0 /R AH SR A7 5, 3 o —
SE RN HE 5 T8 W T 8 B R U — A R S
GOBPs/PBPs V. 5 5 5& [ %, WF 92 & 2R, X 48 1Y



514

SREAE . B HOIE RS A R APt - 15 -

GOBPs/PBPs .52 % 5 PR % v 110 35 PR AL E AR o,
DN AT BE R ) [A]— #3450 (kTR
45 2010b; Zhou et al.,2009) , WF5EE X @ # H B
1 GOBPs/PBPs W52 J 5 [H] # v i) 3 PR 7 e £ 44
AL E O R AT T ST B & B, GOBP1 [ B Hi Al
PBPs/GOBPs i, i GOBP2 5 PBPs i il it ,
P F R — 2k et fh [ (1 3) , Ud B B 3L R ]
VR~ e [ A R 2 s eh e AT v ) — A 5 PR A
ik , A5 H AT BB FE AT A At LR B U5 5 X, A
TR % Manduca sexta (L.) (Vogt et al. ,2015) %
# (Gong et al.,2009) . /N3Z Wk Plutella xylostella
(L.) (You et al.,2013) Z6f# H & dU b AR A7 73X
Pt G, 3 b i B — S i 90 H B ) GOBP2 5
PBP BefE &AM RIVER , fEf5 B R I B 2
ik,

—< >

GOBP1

—— - —

GOBP2 PBP-A PBP-B PBP-C PBP-D

B3 #H3EERAZE GOBPs/PBPs I X ik
ERZEREF LWHTINERER
(€28 Yasukochi et al.,2018)

Fig.3 Schematic diagram of the typical arrangement
of the GOBPs/PBPs subfamily gene clusters
on chromosome ( revised from Yasukochi ef al. , 2018)

4.2 GOBPs/PBPs EEZEEERT EE5EX

W5 &, GOBPs/PBPs J: K il A I ik L 42
FEEH H B Ay AL R S XL H b kA2 T ke,
RAE R A GOBPs £ B 7 R 2 M 15 25 DL &
X S RE PR 55 &R 3 PR R B AN oy 6 R4 (HBE R 1Y
B AT 2 FEA R SF 1, /N3 PrylGOBP1 FiI
2 Rk Operophtera brumata (L.) ObruGOBP1 J&
WAL THEINHKET HMUME (Yasukochi et
al. ,2018) , SR ELME CpomGOBP FEF KA T $5 DL B
% KT 34 CpomGOBP 3&H ( Garczynski et al.
2013) . SR 7E H AT A W5 GOBP BEH i #5
U GG R LAY R b wol g6 21, AN B
W3k 1, BB GOBPs BRI JEAHXT R ST HY

FHXT T GOBPs, 38 H B 4L i) PBPs 5L [N B 5
KAEFERIG X TES GOBPs SN TIREL Tk
AR,BEWHART PBP ST RE, BF 5T R W,
PBP-B ZENAE M MBI B Avh 3 5 K A= Tz /Y
BRRBLGE , QN M 5 %Mk Spodoptera frugiperda (JE

Smith) MyER IR Trichoplusia ni (Hiibner) | #4 il
¢ Heliconius melpomene (L.) W&WKEAIME Pieris na-
pi (LO)#RE LT PBP-B N Hy k2 L4 ( Yasuko-
chi et al. ,2018) , EWKE PBP-B M 1 # R A —
TE PR RS HO RIS R B o TATAE O TR OR T, ek
1) PBP-A FENE ) e B R BLG, anat T8¢ Dan-
aus plexippus (L.) REPUAlISRE | KSR A e 45 02 4
RAT PBP-A BRI E R G AUTEFF T Le-
rema accius ( Smith ) FRUE R} (1) A 1 KU Papilio
xuthus L.V PBP-A FE R B AEFE , T 78 A g XU e
H PBP-A JEH A T3 B GOBPs/PBPs % K 5% (1 {37
B T HOR AR B R A G E H AR
AT REYE ( Yasukochi er al.,2018) , $Ei 3 % 5 [
FETER A E A ) R v MR A L R AT T
By, IS 32 22 70 I W A7 35 2y, S B0 2 1 A1 o
WAL 7E PSS C ) A v ok MR A R Y
YEFFESEAL b D 1] T A58, 10 PBP-A B AE R
PUNMEAR B2, DAL PR 54 e o i 47 A2 T
TR e ) A B b B kAR T RRIG
R, DA TR 4 Fl i GOBPs/PBPs 3 [H % Hr 2 [H]
MDD e GG (K 4) AT R 59 Fh ]
f) GOBPs/PBPs MR LAT %,

5 GOBPs 7% B MEMFNR A7 BRI R A AT =

T OBPs BA Zoufk FE oy il id d 4y =
AT, USRI B R R R OBPs 7EBHHIAE4)
SR 1Y T B A ATl I A2 3] G ( Barbosa et
al. ,2018; Cave et al. ,2019; Pelosi et al. ,2018) . Ul
Dimitratos et al. (2019) F| F X kb 3V ¥ 850 Anopheles
gambiae Giles f) AgamOBP1 5 KIHTH# Escherichia
coli ARBYIMINEAE S 256 A Fe b F & T — A Sk
TR BB ARSI K R A TR B AR WA RS . Lu et al.
(2015) J& FA% /N8 Bactrocera dorsalis ( Hendel )
R SE A 8 11 BdorOBP2 FIAE LRI T % T 7]
el R AHURE A DN 2T S TG | P 5 R A P TR ) 47 SR
#%. Larisika et al. (2015) 3T 2 KF)E ¥ Apis mel-
lifera ligustica Spinola WK% & 5 1 AmelOBP14
BT T — PR A A5 B, T S5 Hsf 000 %o 2 e
AW TR 25 AR BT, B T AR AR HURY R 4
A H A HarmOBP7 SR IHAY LIk EE HarmOBPP4 JT %
A A% s R 8 ME B RN E I L S, LA 2R
% ( Wasilewski et al. ,2019) ,

OBPs B:RTE 550 ¥ 456 Stk s it b



- 16 - VR Journal of Biosafety

9530 %

T B CE AR, RE T B B 2205 5 000
—EFEFERE N, R, DRETE OBPs AT IR Ay i i
B 5 50| st R 1Y 4 FHE L, DF9TRIT OBPs
AR TS S T e = 4451 M 4
[l — OBP AJ 55— 45 14 F B Ak 1 S5 AR L ) R Ak
EWEEE (Liu et al.,2019; Santana et al.,2018)
BT B E g R TR s ) Al A 2R R
&, AT OBPs BRI WSS M M REZ A G &, AL H]
[F) P AR AN T3 R S BOR T BOR 7 vk, g 15
LR TR 075 8 FE 1A /N7 1 I B L OBPs 29 R
FERR I 2L 3A H 19 (Venthur & Zhou,2018) , 34§,
T T 328 B AT A 9T R i A A . G
AU BE L Culex quinquefasciatus Say WK 45 & 5
F1 CquiOBP1 71 4EAR, Ui v 5 H 2545 g 1 #o
A RAR LA, Bl b 07 2 1 LA — 2 LU TR & 1 T

PBP-D

& 4

M =W 2 4y JF 2 SE PR S Ak ™= BR 517 71 ( Leal
et al.,2008) , W5 KB, Bi 2 8F Acyrthosiphon pisum
Harris ApisOBP3 254 % {5 B % (E)-p-ik e i
(EBF) ( Qiao et al.,2009) , J5 ki & EBF 5 Ap-
iSOBP3 i (A TR 1] DX 3 ) 56 AT 55 e ek mf g % o 5 A
G, BT M BT X H R A R R R R XL A
FHIIALA Y (Sun et al. ,2011) , AT HE L 1A
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Fig.4 Phylogenetic tree of Lepidoptera GOBP/PBP (revised from Vogt et al., 2015)
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